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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: claimed invention was demonstrated by the applicants. According to 
the demonstration, the claimed invention was clasified into two part, single reservation and double resers/ation. The 
direction of the application is totally based on the applicant's amendment after final. If the applicants only select the 
double reservation part of claims and minor correction of the sleeted part, this case might rise to the stage of 
allowance. However the examiner reserves the right of updating the search based on the amendent after final and 
reopen prosecution if necessary. 
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